
March 14, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOCKET FILE COpyORIGINAL

We are writing to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti on January 17, 1997.

The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that we; as parents, can make decision~ about what is appropriate TV
programming for our children. We do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best
for our children. We want to make those choices ourselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has
met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe
this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system.
Instead we request the following:

• That any rating system that is used should include content information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the rating board include parents and be independent of the industry;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

~~b
David J. Boender and
Vera 1. Boender
Sioux Falls, South Dakota
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March 1997

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W. , Room 222 DOCKET FILE COpy ORIG'AW " ,; ,', ,"
Washington, D.C. 20554 "1I1L.

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Davidson School PTA in Kansas City,
Missouri, to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content infonnation so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that give parents infonnation
about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, Us. News and World Report,
and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about
the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements oftbe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infonnation about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.
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March, 25, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

DOCKFT .~!I ECOPYO'"
"" ~. I nlG1NAL

o

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Lee L. Caldwell PTA of Hammond, Indiana,
to voice our opinion to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the
TV Rating Impiementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Mqjor surveys released this fall

which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S.
New:; and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV
industry to interpret what is best for their children. We want to make those choices
ourselves, based on content information about the program. Any rating system without

content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we
request the following:

o That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC shouid accept no rating system that does not include content in

formation about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity)
and L (for language):

o That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system:

o That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program:

o That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

~o. of Copies rec'd
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o That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research
to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on on issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Sue Keenan
Coldwell PTA President
Hammond, Indiana



Washington Center Elementary School

1936 West Wallen Road
Fort Wayne, Indiana 46818
Phone (219) 425·7477

March 13, 1997 DOCKET FILE COpy ORtGtNAL
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Washington Center Elementary PTA,
Fort Wayne IN to voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. We feel that the rating
symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that we as parents
can make decisions about what is appropriate TV Programming for our children. We as parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for our children, but to make those choices
ourselves based on content information about the program. Our opinion is that any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling
is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for
language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program; as we may not always
see the beginning of the program;

Fort Wayne Community Schools et!~o



* That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs ofthe parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

Washington Center PTA
Fort Wayne, IN

0··No. of Copies rec'd
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J & J Design and Construction Co. Inc
P.o. Box 20896

Louisville, Kentucky 40250
Phone/Fax 502-459-5033

DOCKET ~ILE COpy ORIGINAL
March, 5, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
C/O Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W. Room 222
Washington, D. C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and Waggener Traditional High School PTA to voice
my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group on January 17, 1997. The rating symbols on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrated overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the contents of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents wants to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask the FCC not to approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following.

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about the program
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language).

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system.

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of a program.

oNo. of Copies rec'd, _
Ust ABCDt:



* That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents.

*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Si~ . ...Jt;{
~~

Louisville, '/z;tu:ky

No. of Copies rec'd
List ABCDt: "----



._..._----_._----------_._-------._----- •.__.-...._----_._. ------------------

W:1rrp.n Twp. PTA
Warren Central High School
9301 E. 18th Street
Indpls .• In . ..\6229
\(at'ch 19. 1997.

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioner:;;
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 ~ Street N.W. Room 222
Washington. D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET ~O. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Warren Township PTA to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group. on January 17. 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the
National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their
children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating
system has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of
1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask the FCC not approve the
industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

-- That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, _the FCC should accept no rating system that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for
sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

--That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents
to receive more than one rating system;

--That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a
program;

--That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parents; and

--That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to 1
ch i I dr en and f ami lies. No_ o! Copies rec'd (;
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N,W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners;
J -'

RE: CS Docket No. 97.55, FCC 97-34

( am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Enoch Elementary PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient contents infonnation so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of the programs were conducted by the National PTA, US
News and World Report, and by the Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the
TV industry to interpret what is best for their c~iJdren. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and in publicized periodicals that carty TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not beleive this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead I
request the following;

!U! That under no eittumstihtt5 should the FCC ilpprove the lndumy'~ i'iltlfig system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
infonnation about programs such as V (for Violence), S (for sexual depiction or nudity),
and L (for Language);
•• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;
•• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course ofa program~

•• That the rating board be independent oft~ industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and
•• That any rating system by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
ifit meets the needs ofparents.

Thank You for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Sincerely, f
lUYl
~

Enoch, Utah



rews ElementaryP.T.A.
TX. 78374

DQCl(ET FILE COpy ORiGINAL

Chair.,.n Hundt and Commissioners:

JCS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Th lletter is written on behalf of the National PTA and the AndrewskElemenUt:ry:",PTA of
Portland, Texas to voice opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
wbat is appropriate TV programming for tbeir cbildren. Parents do not want tbe TV industry to
inte . ret what is best for tbeir cbildren. Parents want to make those cboices themselves based on

ot information about1be program.

FCC, by law, is required to determine wbether the industry's rating system bas met statutory
irements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and

ask that tbe FCC not approve tbe industry's rating system. \Ve request tbe following:

*That the FCC should not approve the industry's rating system and should accept no rating system
that does not include content information about programs sucb as V (for violence), S (sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

*Tbat tbe FCC require a V-cbip band broad enougb tbat would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

*That tbe rating icon on tbe TV screen be made larger, more prominently pla~~>9~,thescreen,
and appear more frequently during tbe course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent oftbe industry and tbe FCC and thafft"itrclude parents;
and

*That any rating system
if it meets the needs of par

luated by independent researcb to determine

flu"ru·tlllnt to



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners~

RE: CS Docket No. 97·55, FCC 97-34

DOCKET FtL~ COpy ORIGINAL

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Enoch Elementary PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient contents infonnation so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their j;hildren. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
infonnation about the content of the programs were conducted by the National PIA, U.s.
News and World Report, and by the Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the
TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content infonnation about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and in publicized periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. ( do not beleive this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead I
request the following~

U That under no eiteumstAnttS sh6uld me FCC approve the ii'ldusay'S rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
infonnation about programs such as V (for Violence), S (for sexual depiction or nudity),
and L(for Languase);
•• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system~

*. That the rating icon on the TV screen be lllflde larger, more prominently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course ofa program~

** That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and
•• That any rating system by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank You for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

f\t(.- r:f C . 0,:.). ,}, Cpies rec'd
ust ABCDE '---
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TERRACE ELEMENTARY PTA
10400 ROTH BURY

HOUSTON, TEXAS 77043

(713) 329-6400

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGiNAl
March 18, 1997

Chairman Reed Hunt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Terrace Elementary PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, US News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so
and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC Approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L(for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

No. Of.Copies rec'd ()
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• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board by independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

'/1
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TERRACE ELEMENTARY PTA
10400 ROTH BU RY

HOUSTON, TEXAS 77043

(7 J3) 329-6400

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGJ~t
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March 18, 1997

Chairman Reed Hunt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Terrace Elementary PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, Us. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so
and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC Approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L(for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

No. of Copies rec·d.__6__
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• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board by independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
f,

0J ~J{!g~
Terry~
Secretary

oNo. of Copies rec'd, _
Ust ASCOt



March 28, 1997

FCC Commissioners
c/o Mr. Reed Hundt
FCC Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington D.C. 20554

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34 (TV RATING SYSTEM)

Mr. Hundt, I am highly disappointed at the rating system put on by the TV industry. The TV
networks are trying to find a way to show more violence and sex in order to compete with the movie
industry and cable TV. The rating system they have devised is a smoke screen; it's an attempt to
assuage the public while they proceed with their designs to display the same kind ofdebased content
as the movies. What the FCC needs to do more than anything is to censure language, sex, and
violence from the programs.

Ifwe must have a rating system, then, at a minimum, it should do the following:

1. It should provide specific infonnation about content and be published on the screen
(prominently!) and in the TV schedules.

2. The ratings should be provided by an independent board that is appointed by Congress or the
President (not the TV industry) and be composed of authorities on child development and
parents.

Please help us protect our children. The TV and movie industries have no interest in doing so.

Thank you.

. John Pace, parent
996 N. 475 E.
Orem, UT 84097

o
------------------



March 27,1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97·55, FCC 97-34

DOCKET FlLE COpy ORIGINAl

~ ~ .

; .) ,

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Timpanogos PTA to voice my opposition to the
v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group,
on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for
their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parent information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to
make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

~ q). ~iwk,D
Kathryn &chie
Provo, Utah



TERRACE ELEMENTARY PTA
10400 ROTH BU RY

HOUSTON, TEXAS 77043

(7 J3) 329-6400
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OOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAl.

March 18, 1997

Chairman Reed Hunt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Terrace Elementary PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, u.s. News and World
Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so
and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC Approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V(for violence). S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L(for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

No. of Copies rec'd 0
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• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board by independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

~
i ere1y,

.. "m01l~t:J
Ly McMullin
Historian

l' '6~ f.pq/J -iWs
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street NW, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554 t()Cl(ET fiLE copy OR\G\MAL "; ,",') ',' March 23 1997

"". i ,) ~f)'l' "

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

Re: CS DOCKET No 97-55, FCC 97-34

·f"'~··""" .~.
~ ,

I am writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the local Saddleback Valley PTA to voice my opposition to the
v-chip rating system, as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information to enable
parents to make decisions about what is appropriate TV viewing for their children. Major surveys, conducted
by the National PTA, US News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper, demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system which gives parents information about the content of
programs. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to
make these choices themselves, based on content information about the program. Any TV rating system is
useless without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling.

By law, the FCC is obliged to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996, 1 do not believe this system does so and I ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:
• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should

accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs, such as V (for violence),
S (for sexual depiction and nudity), and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parents to receive more than one rating system;
• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently positioned on the screen, and

appear more frequently during the course of a program;
• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC, and that it include parents;
• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets

the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue which is of such great importance to children and
families.

Sincerely,

~8\IM~0'\A
Clare Simpson

No, of Copies rOC'd:---_O_'_
Ust ABeDi:

cc: Joan Dykstra, President: National PTA, Chicago, 11



Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
do Federal Communications Commision
1919 M. Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt and Commissioners:
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RE: CS Docket No.97-55,FCC 97-34

Ia~ writing on alf of the National PTA and the Jannan Elementary School PTA of Tulsa,
Oklahoma to voice m Jour sition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair
of the TV Rating Imple ation Group, On January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV ioo!..!st~t to interpret what is best for their c.hildren. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content infonnation about the program. Any rating
system without content description on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to detennine whether t~h'stry's rating studies has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. (we 0 not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the indUstry rating system. ead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the indUstry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity),
and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the indUstry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

No. of Ccpies reC'd~..::(!),--__
UstPHCDE
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL
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I am writing on behalf of the National PIA and the Douglass Houghton PIA, Waterford, Michigan to
voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as pr,esented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. I would prefer a content-based system rather than an age-based system.
I feel the decision as to what my child(ren) views on television should be in my hands rather than in the
hands of the TV industry.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this age-based system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the' industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, ffil:>re prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of::l program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/0 Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. -97-55, FCC 97-34

U4 L"l !/i/,- 5i:1.»/ f'17/
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the e.Yn I e. Oocal, councIl, dIs-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act ofl996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

o
Sincerely, ~ --P- 4" C~ fJ.~
-:r~J.~
YOur Name
Town, State



March, 1997

~1~
Riverdale School Parent-Teacher Association

Riverdale, New Jersey 07457

DOCKET F!lE COpy ORIGINAl.
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Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Riverdale, NJ PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make
decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys
released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating
system that gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted
by the National PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents
want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized
in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include
content information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual
depiction and nUdity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed
on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

No. ot Copies rec'd D
Ust ABGDE


